Case1:06-cv-01798-UNA Document 12 Filed 01/23/2008 Page 1 of 2 

Pimitb ^tat^js Cnurt ai Appeals 

For The District of Columbia Circuit 



No. 06-5398 



Jonathan Steele, 

Appell) 



■ , „, . gj^ tember Term, 2007 

MANDATE 06cv01798 



uant to the pfovig)iwt»^f Fed. R. App.Pro.41(a) 



rnai; ^ 



0^i\e4 On: 



'TfrTACHEO: Amending Order 

Opinion 

Order on Costs 



Supreme Court of the United States, et al., 
Appellees 



UNITED SWTES COURT OF APPEALS | 
FOR DISTFUCT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 



NOV 2 1 2007 



CLERK 



APPEAL FROM THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

BEFORE: Ginsburg, Chief Judge, and Rogers and Brown, Circuit Judges 

JUDGMENT 

This appeal was considered on the record from the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia and on the brief and appendix filed by appellant. It is 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the district court's order filed October 18, 
2006, be affirmed. The district court correctly dismissed with prejudice appellant's 
action against the United States Supreme Court and its Clerk and staff. See In re 
Marin . 956 F.2d 339, 340 (D.C. Cir.) (per curiam) (denying mandamus petition against 
Clerk of Supreme Court for lack of jurisdiction), cert, denied . 506 U.S. 844 (1992); 
Panko V. Rodak . 606 F.2d 168, 171 n.6 (7'*^ Cir. 1979) ("[l]t seems axiomatic that a 
lower court may not order the judges or officers of a higher court to take an action."), 
cert, denied . 444 U.S. 1081 (1980). 

Moreover, the district court did not abuse its discretion in refusing to file 
appellant's post-dispositional motion for an extension of time to file an amended 
complaint or motion for reconsideration. See James Madison Ltd. v. Ludwig . 82 F.3d 
1085, 1099 (D.C. Cir. 1996) (court may deny motion to amend complaint as futile if 
amended complaint would not survive motion to dismiss); Center for Nuclear 
ResDonsibilitv. Inc. v. Nuclear Regulatory Comm'n , 781 F.2d 935, 941 (D.C. Cir. 1986) 
(the court does not have discretion to extend the 10-day period for filing a motion under 
Rule 59(e)). As appellant's notice of appeal was timely, appellant's request for an 
extension of time to appeal was moot. 

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this dispo^iSWPvWPHbt be published. The Clerk 
is directed to withhold issuance of the mandate her^iia-uMnj^^d^y^a^y^goMjon 
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of any timely petition for rehearing or petition for rehearing en banc. See Fed. R. App. 
P.41(b);D.C.Cir. Rule41. 



Per Curiam 



FOR THE COURT: 

idark J. kanger, Clerk 




By: 

Deputy Clerk/LD 



